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deavors, the results on tests with concrete material were
uniformly poor. The simpler construction test, solved
usually by young children, he did by a purely random
method, numerous impossibilities being repeated again
and again. Perception of relationships was no better
on the more difficult construction test; here the boy
seemed utterly unable to work in any rational way. He
tried every possible combination, repeating his errors,
and finally at the end of five minutes had not succeeded.
On the Stenquist test for mechanical ability, he demon-
strated no more skill; he worked persistently, but at
the end of a half hour he had not completed all of the
models. The simpler models were correctly copied, but
the lock was not put together properly, several of the
parts being omitted, a fact which Alexander did not ap-
preciate. One of the simplest models was not correctly
bolted together; the placing of a single rubber band
over pegs to form a five-pointed star caused the greatest
trouble. Although the boy looked at the copy most
carefully and persisted for twenty-three minutes in his
efforts to place the rubber band, he finally gave it up.

No awkwardness whatever was displayed in his manip-
ulation of concrete material, and tests gave no evidence
of any difficulty in psychomotor control. Op both the
tapping test and the instructions box he made a good
record. His writing of words and figures was rapid and
remarkably neat.

On tests of other types responses were prompt and
normal. Both cross-line tests were solved correctly on
first trial. Apperceptions, as shown on the completion
test, were rapid and accurate. School work was done
well for his grade, and according to the Binet scale the
boy graded as normal. His delinquencies were no doubt
due to factors other than his special disability; the latter
doubtless would play a great role later in vocational life.